THE KING'S FLIGHT
can ideas had made such strides within his own tanks
that to have openly combated them would have led to
serious dissension. Moreover, such a course would have
placed him in the awkward position of having to align
himself with Barnave and the Lameths. Since, further-
more, he expected the republican fever to burn itself
out as quickly as it had started, he decided to take no
definite stand. At the Jacobin Club he delivered him-
self of a statement that can serve as a classical example
of equivocation:
"I have been accused", he said, "of being a republi-
can. That is doing me too much honour: I am not. Had
I been accused of being a royalist, that would have
been a reflection upon me, for I am not that either.
The words republic and monarchy are meaningless
in themselves. The word republic does not necessarily
mean any particular form of government, but the
government of a free people."
This makes clear only the fact that it was not
intended to be clear.
In the Assembly he did some skilful fencing.
Although he and Barnave virtually agreed on the main
issue, he yet managed to speak on the popular side,
while Barnave lost during the debate what popularity
was left him. After throwing a sop to the populace by
demanding a plebiscite (which he knew perfectly well
would not be granted) he let loose his forensic thunder
on side issues—the inviolability of the King and the
proposal that those who aided in the flight be punished.
If underlings, he said, were to suffer while the principals
went scot-free, then he would consider it an honour to
act as their counsel. Ay, he would defend the King's
principal tool in the flight—de Bouille himself! Having
brought down the galleries with this statement, he
aligned himself skilfully with Barnave by proposing
in

